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Specification 

Claim 14 is objected to due to indefinite language. Claim 14 recites "the 
watchband" in line 5. Claim 14 is an independent claim, and there is no prior mention of 
a "watchband" in the claim. Appropriate correction if required. When amending the 
specification, applicant should take care not to add any new matter to the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-4,8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinmann (US 4855974) in view of Cornett (US 2998695) in view of Matsumoto (US 
5892455). 

With respect to claim 1, Steinmann teaches a watch (Steinmann figure 1 
elements 10-32) comprising: 

an elongated band (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 and 16) having opposite 
ends (Steinmann figure 1, note elements 14 and 16 have ends terminating near the 
watch) an including an internal core of elastic material (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 
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and 16 in light of column 2 lines 1-10), each end of the internal core defining a loop 
(Steinmann figure 3, note the ends have a loop near the watch); and 

band-securing structure secured to the watchcase at opposite ends thereof 
(Steinmann figure 3 elements 14, 16, and 30), the band-securing structure engaging the 
ends of the band to secure the band to the watchcase (Steinmann figure 3 elements 14, 
16, and 30) such that the band and watchcase collectively defining a closed loop 
(Steinmann figure 3 elements 14, 16, 30, and 12, note the figure shows the watchcase 
and band forming a closed loop) for the attachment of the watch to a user's wrist. 

Steinmann does not expressly disclose a watch mechanism or watchcase. 
Steinmann also does not expressly disclose an outer cover. 

Matsumoto discloses watch with a watch mechanism (Matsumoto figure 3 element 26) 
and a watch case (Matsumoto figure 3 element 23). 

Cornett discloses a watch band protector used as an outer cover (Cornett figure 3 
element 10) for a watch band. 

Steinmann, Cornett and Matsumoto are analogous arts because they all teach 
improvements in watches. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Matsumoto to modify the watch in Steinmann to include a 
watch mechanism and watch case. 

The motivation for doing so would be to drive the watch hands and provide a substrate 
for the mechanism (Matsumoto column 3 lines 61-66). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Cornett to modify the watch in Steinmann to include an 
outer cover. 

The motivation for doing so would be to prevent damage of the watch from extraneous 
objects (Cornett column 1 lines 9-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Matsumoto and Cornett with 
Steinmann for the benefit of driving the watch hands, supporting the watch mechanism, 
and protecting the watch to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1. 

With respect to claim 2, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above), wherein the 
outer cover is made from a fabric material (Cornett column 2 lines 48-50) and defines 
gathered portions of the fabric material (Cornett column 1 line 62 states the material is 
flexible. It is inherent in any flexible material there will be gathered portions. Gathered 
is defined as to bring things closer to something else (see www.dictionarv.com definition 
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of gathered). When a material flexes, different portions of the material are brought 
closer together.) 

With respect to claim 3, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above), wherein 
opposite terminal end portions (Steinmann figure 3 elements 14 and 16 have terminal 
ends) of the internal core are reversed upon themselves to defang the loops (Steinmann 
figure 3 element 16 and 14, note the ends near the watch case fold back upon 
themselves to form loops). 

With respect to claim 4, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 3 (see rejection of claim 3 above), wherein each 
of the terminal end portions of the internal core is secured in its looped configuration by 
at least one line of stitching (Steinmann figure 1 elements 17 and 19 and in light of 
column 2 lines 1-17). 

With respect to claim 8, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 3 (see rejection of claim 3 above), wherein the 
outer cover includes opposite terminal ends (Cornett figure 1 elements 32, 34, 36, and 
38) enclosing the terminal end portions of the internal core (Cornett column 2 lines 8-9, 
the cover encloses the watch band), and wherein the terminal end portions of the outer 
cover are reversed upon themselves (Cornett column 2 lines 1-9, the originally flat 
elements 40,42,44, and 46 fold over themselves) together with the terminal end portions 
of the internal core (see rejection to claim 3 above, the internal band also reverses upon 
itself). 

Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinmann (US 4855974) in view of Cornett (US 2998695). 

With respect to claim 9, Steinmann teaches a band (Steinmann figure 3 element 
10) for securing a watch to a wearer's wrist, the band comprising: 

an extensible strip of an elastic material (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 and 16) 
forming an internal core portion of the band; and 

the internal core portion having opposite ends terminal ends (Steinmann figure 3 
elements 14 and 16 have terminal ends) each defining a loop (Steinmann figure 3, note 
the ends have a loop near the watch) adapted for engagement with an end of a 
watchcase (the phrase following adapted is functional language and is not given any 
weight by the examiner). 

Steinmann also does not expressly disclose a cover enclosing the core portion. 

Cornett discloses a watch band protector used as an outer cover (Cornett figure 3 
element 10) for a watch band. 
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Steinmann and Cornett are analogous arts because they all teach improvements in 
watches. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Cornett to modify the watch in Steinmann to include an 
outer cover. 

The motivation for doing so would be to prevent damage of the watch from extraneous 
objects (Cornett column 1 lines 9-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Cornett with Steinmann for the 
benefit of protecting the watch to obtain the invention as specified in claim 9. 



With respect to claim 10, Steinmann in view of Cornett teaches the watch 
according to claim 9 (see rejection of claim 9 above), wherein the outer cover is made 
from a fabric material (Cornett column 2 lines 48-50) and defines gathered portions of 
the fabric material (Cornett column 1 line 62 states the material is flexible. It is inherent 
in any flexible material there will be gathered portions. Gathered is defined as to bring 
things closer to something else (see www.dictionarv.com definition of gathered). When 
a material flexes, different portions of the material are brought closer together.) 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Steinmann in view of Cornett teaches the watch 
according to claim 9 (see rejection of claim 9 above), wherein opposite terminal end 
portions (Steinmann figure 3 elements 14 and 16 have terminal ends) of the internal 
core are reversed upon themselves to define the loops (Steinmann figure 3 element 16 
and 14, note the ends near the watch case fold back upon themselves to form loops). 

With respect to claim 12, Steinmann in view of Cornett teaches the watch 
according to claim 1 1 (see rejection of claim 1 1 above), wherein each of the terminal 
end portions of the internal core is secured in its looped configuration by at least one 
line of stitching (Steinmann figure 1 elements 17 and 19 and in light of column 2 lines 1- 
17). 

With respect to claim 13, Steinmann in view of Cornett teaches the watch 
according to claim 1 1 (see rejection of claim 1 1 above), wherein the outer cover 
includes terminal end portions (Cornett figure 1 elements 32, 34, 36, and 38) enclosing 
the terminal end portions of the internal core (Cornett column 2 lines 8-9, the cover 
encloses the watch band), and wherein the terminal end portions of the outer cover are 
reversed upon themselves (Cornett column 2 lines 1-9, the originally flat elements 
40,42,44, and 46 fold over themselves) together with the terminal end portions of the 
internal core (see rejection to claim 3 above, the internal band also reverses upon 
itself). 
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Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinmann (US 4855974) in view of Cornett (US 2998695) in view of Matsumoto (US 
5892455) in view of Hesselschwerdt (US 4432654). 

With respect to claim 5, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above). 

Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto does'not expressly disclose the 
band securing structure includes a pair of spaced supports at each end of the 
watchcase and a retainer received within each of the loops of the band, each retainer 
secured to one of the pairs of the spaced supports. 

Hesselschwerdt discloses a watch with a band securing structure (Hesselschwerdt 
figure 2 elements 16-18, F,R,N,L) including a pair of spaced supports at each end of the 
watchcase (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 element F) and a retainer received within each of 
the loops of the band (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 elements 16-18), each retainer secured 
to one of the pairs of the spaced supports (Hesselschwerdt figure 2, note element 16 is 
secured to element F by elements 17 and 18). 

Steinmann, Cornett, Matsumoto, and Hesselschwerdt are analogous arts because they 
all teach improvements in watches. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Hesselschwerdt to modify the watch in Steinmann in view 
of Cornett in view of Matsumoto to include a band securing structure including a pair of 
spaced supports at each end of the watchcase and a retainer received within each of 
the loops of the band, each retainer secured to one of the pairs of the spaced supports. 

The motivation for doing so would be to simulate a "soldered look" (Hesselschwerdt 
column 1 lines 64-68) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hesselschwerdt with Steinmann in 
view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto for the benefit of simulating a "soldered look" to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

With respect to claim 6, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto in 
view of Hesselschwerdt teaches the watch according to claim 5 (see rejection of claim 5 
above), wherein each retainer has opposite ends received within aligned recesses 
(Hesselschwerdt figure 4 element 19 in light of column 3 lines 22-23) in the spaced 
supports of the associated pair of supports. 

With respect to claim 7, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Matsumoto in 
view of Hesselschwerdt teaches the watch according to claim 6 (see rejection of claim 6 
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above), wherein each retainer includes a central body (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 element 
16) having opposite ends and pins (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 elements 17-18) received 
in opposite ends of the central body, the pins dimensioned for receipt within the 
recesses in the spaced supports (Hesselschwerdt column 3 lines 22-23). 



Claims 1-4,8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinmann (US 4855974) in view of Hirsch (US 4513896) in view of Matsumoto (US 
5892455). 

With respect to claim 1 , Steinmann teaches a watch (Steinmann figure 1 
elements 10-32) comprising: 

an elongated band (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 and 16) having opposite 
ends (Steinmann figure 1, note elements 14 and 16 have ends terminating near the 
watch) an including an internal core of elastic material (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 
and 16 in light of column 2 lines 1-10), each end of the internal core defining a loop 
(Steinmann figure 3, note the ends have a loop near the watch); and 

band-securing structure secured to the watchcase at opposite ends thereof 
(Steinmann figure 3 elements 14, 16, and 30), the band-securing structure engaging the 
ends of the band to secure the band to the watchcase (Steinmann figure 3 elements 14, 
16, and 30) such that the band and watchcase collectively defining a closed loop 
(Steinmann figure 3 elements 14, 16, 30, and 12, note the figure shows the watchcase 
and band forming a closed loop) for the attachment of the watch to a user's wrist. 

Steinmann does not expressly disclose a watch mechanism or watchcase. 
Steinmann also does not expressly disclose an outer cover. 

Matsumoto discloses watch with a watch mechanism (Matsumoto figure 3 element 26) 
and a watch case (Matsumoto figure 3 element 23). 

Hirsch discloses a watch band (Hirsch figure 1 elements 1-9) with an elastic inner core 
(Hirsch figure 1 element 3) and an outer cover (Hirsch figure 1 elements 2,3). 

Steinmann, Hirsch and Matsumoto are analogous arts because they all teach 
improvements in watches. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Matsumoto to modify the watch in Steinmann to include a 
watch mechanism and watch case. 

The motivation for doing so would be to drive the watch hands and provide a substrate 
for the mechanism (Matsumoto column 3 lines 61-66). 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Hirsch to modify the watch in Steinmann to include an 
elastic watch band with a cover. 

The motivation for doing so would be to include a moisture-resistant band (Hirsch 
column 1 lines 20-28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Matsumoto and Hirsch with 
Steinmann for the benefit of driving the watch hands, supporting the watch mechanism, 
and including a moisture-resistant band to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

With respect to claim 2, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above), wherein the 
outer cover is made from a fabric material (Hirsch column 1 lines 62-63) and defines 
gathered portions of the fabric material (Hirsch column 1 line 65 states the material is 
flexible. It is inherent in any flexible material there will be gathered portions. Gathered 
is defined as to bring things closer to something else (see www.dictionarv.com definition 
of gathered). When a material flexes, different portions of the material are brought 
closer together.) 

With respect to claim 3, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above), wherein 
opposite terminal end portions (Steinmann figure 3 elements 14 and 16 have terminal 
ends) of the internal core are reversed upon themselves to defang the loops (Steinmann 
figure 3 element 16 and 14, note the ends near the watch case fold back upon 
themselves to form loops). 

With respect to claim 4, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 3 (see rejection of claim 3 above), wherein each 
of the terminal end portions of the internal core is secured in its looped configuration by 
at least one line of stitching (Steinmann figure 1 elements 17 and 19 and in light of 
column 2 lines 1-17). 

With respect to claim 8, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 3 (see rejection of claim 3 above), wherein the 
outer cover includes opposite terminal ends (Hirsch figure 1 , note the band had terminal 
ends near element 9) enclosing the terminal end portions of the internal core (Hirsch 
figure 1 , the outer cover encloses the watch band), and wherein the terminal end 
portions of the outer cover are reversed upon themselves (Steinmann figure 3 element 
16 and 14, note the ends of the watch band near the watch case fold back upon 
themselves to form loops) together with the terminal end portions of the internal core 
(see rejection to claim 3 above, note in this configuration, the band in Steinmann is 
replaced with the band in Hirsch). 
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Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinmann (US 4855974) in view of Hirsch (US 4513896) in view of Matsumoto (US 
5892455) in view of Hesselschwerdt (US 4432654). 

With respect to claim 5, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto 
teaches the watch according to claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above). 

Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto does not expressly disclose the band 
securing structure includes a pair of spaced supports at each end of the watchcase and 
a retainer received within each of the loops of the band, each retainer secured to one of 
the pairs of the spaced supports. 

Hesselschwerdt discloses a watch with a band securing structure (Hesselschwerdt 
figure 2 elements 16-18, F,R,N,L) including a pair of spaced supports at each end of the 
watchcase (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 element F) and a retainer received within each of 
the loops of the band (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 elements 16-18), each retainer secured 
to one of the pairs of the spaced supports (Hesselschwerdt figure 2, note element 16 is 
secured to element F by elements 17 and 18). 

Steinmann, Hirsch, Matsumoto, and Hesselschwerdt are analogous arts because they 
all teach improvements in watches. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Hesselschwerdt to modify the watch in Steinmann in view 
of Cornett in view of Matsumoto to include a band securing structure including a pair of 
spaced supports at each end of the watchcase and a retainer received within each of 
the loops of the band, each retainer secured to one of the pairs of the spaced supports. 

The motivation for doing so would be to simulate a "soldered look" (Hesselschwerdt 
column 1 lines 64-68) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hesselschwerdt with Steinmann in 
view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto for the benefit of simulating a "soldered look" to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

With respect to claim 6, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto in 
view of Hesselschwerdt teaches the watch according to claim 5 (see rejection of claim 5 
above), wherein each retainer has opposite ends received within aligned recesses 
(Hesselschwerdt figure 4 element 19 in light of column 3 lines 22-23) in the spaced 
supports of the associated pair of supports. 

With respect to claim 7, Steinmann in view of Hirsch in view of Matsumoto in 
view of Hesselschwerdt teaches the watch according to claim 6 (see rejection of claim 6 
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above), wherein each retainer includes a central body (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 element 
16) having opposite ends and pins (Hesselschwerdt figure 2 elements 17-18) received 
in opposite ends of the central body, the pins dimensioned for receipt within the 
recesses in the spaced supports (Hesselschwerdt column 3 lines 22-23). 



Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinmann (US 4855974) in view of Cornett (US 2998695) in view of Maturaporn (US 
6000408). 

With respect to claim 14, Steinmann teaches an elongated band (Steinmann 
figure 1 elements 14 and 16) having opposite ends (Steinmann figure 1, note elements 
14 and 16 have ends terminating near the watch) adapted for engagement with band 
securing structure of a watch (the phrase following adapted is functional language 
unrelated to the structure and is given no weight by the examiner); and 

a watchband (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 and 16) comprising an internal 
core of an elastic material (Steinmann figure 1 elements 14 and 16 in light of column 2 
lines 1-10). 

Steinmann does not expressly disclose the watchband having an outer cover. 

Steinmann also does not expressly disclose a hair band comprising internal core 
of an elastic material and an outer cover. 

Steinmann also does not expressly disclose matching the colors or patterns of 
the watch and hair bands, however, it is commonly known to match wearing apparel to 
coordinate dress such as the color of one's shoes coordinating with the color of ones 
shirt or watchband. 

Cornett discloses a watch band protector used as an outer cover (Cornett figure 3 
element 10) for a watch band. 

Maturaporn discloses a hair band with an internal elastic core (Maturaporn figure 1 
element 12) and an outer cover (Maturaporn figure 1 element 1 1 ). 

Steinmann, Cornett and Maturaporn are analogous arts because they all teach 
improvements in apparel articles (apparel articles is a broad category, however, this is 
the specified subject of the claim). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Cornett to modify the watch in Steinmann to include an 
outer cover. 

At the time of the invention if would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the teachings of Maturaporn to create an apparel set with the watch from 
Steinmann in view of Cornett. It is well known to wear both a watch and a hair band. It 
is also well known to coordinate the color or patterns of apparel in ones dress. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Matsumoto and Cornett with 
Steinmann for the benefit of protecting the watch to obtain the invention as specified in 
claim 14. 

With respect to claim 15, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Maturaporn 
teaches the set of articles of claim 14 (see rejection of claim 14 above), wherein the 
outer cover of each of the watchband and the hair band are made from a fabric material 
and define gathered portions of the fabric material (Watchband: Cornett column 2 lines 
48-50 and Cornett column 1 line 62 states the material is flexible. It is inherent in any 
flexible material there will be gathered portions. Gathered is defined as to bring things 
closer to something else (see www.dictionarv.com definition of gathered). When a 
material flexes, different portions of the material are brought closer together.) (Hair 
band: Matsumoto figure 1 element 1 1 ). 

With respect to claim 16, Steinmann in view of Cornett in view of Maturaporn 
teaches the set of articles of claim 14 (see rejection of claim 14 above), wherein the 
outer covers of the watchband and hair band present identical patterns (It is commonly 
known to match wearing apparel to coordinate dress such as the color of one's shoes 
coordinating with the color of ones shirt or watchband). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Kolo whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-7953. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kammie Cuneo can be reached on (517) 272-1957. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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